MULTNOMAH COUNTY
LAND USE & TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
- 1600 SB 190™ Ave, Suite 116, Portland OR 97233
Ph, 503.988.3043 Fax 503.988.3389
www.connlnomah.or.us/ianduse

Road/Utliity
Expedited
" | Application

PROPERTY

Nearest Cross Street

Nearest Address ) :

PROPOSED DEVELOPMEN’I‘ (check all that apply)
L} Road Clesare Gates Length _ Height R

11 New raffic detection devices, vehicle welghting deviegs, or sign:al boxes, (Does not
imelude signs) Size (120 sfmax)  Height ft (12 ft max)

[ New gua_r(lrails, guavdrail ends, wive strand or woven wive aucess; control fences.

2 Air, weather, water or similar veservch & monitoring facility attafcheﬂ’ to existing
struchure Size (120 sfmax)  Height ft (12 fi max) |

U New anderground ntiiity facility located inside rond, wtilily, or railroad rights-of-
way or previcusly disturbed easement. Ditch Width (36 in max)
Amount of excavation for non-linear facilities (20 cubic yds. Max)

LI Trall Reconstruction. May includs ap to 1,000 fout reroute,
{0 Deeommission non-paved read: Includes fipping road surfaee, barriezs, mvegetﬁtiun

[3 Develop new or modify exlsting aboveground/overhead willity facilities
Size .. (120 gf max) Hight (12 max) -

L1 Replace existing aboveground/overhead uiility facilities in ¢he same loeation and
no more than 15% Iarger than the existing fuclities.

0 New nntennasfsupport struetures HEEeTHANY. for pub!is. service on emating wireless

- commumication poles and towers if éi:e is mintmsm necessary to provide the serviee,

U1 Outdaor lights @Gthors oo & h""““ deilieg. o Jetetortne, Ponoatiat

ok Mt aovioh F&\ls T84 pa oy

MCC CITATION
«{For Qualifying Use}
-l 3. 1010 (18

b St

-Rslﬂeansg‘N%

. Opeu UR/ZV

APPLICANT
Nams Q/mrﬁu Doeie Photio 5¢f)- 731 [ov. s/16/2008 |
- —Mailing: Addyess /- - Fox  50%-722- Y81 .

City PacMand State 0. Z:ipcoda 932233 e-mail m@_pmm ('O%onkml{oad

OWNER {if worl is to occur on private property) Rights-of-Way
‘ “‘Hﬂu ?o-“w Phone 50373}, 49 8¢ | Type:
devs __ City Fordlewd State O Zipoode G 7209 tate
‘ L1 County

2 applt wpt to snake this applmaﬁon Permith
P:Eﬁmy Owner Signatul:e ' .
If no owner signature above, a letter of authorization from the owner js rcqmreci 0
NOTE: By signing thig form, the property awner o property owner's agent is grawting pertission for
Planning Staff fo condck site nspections on he property.
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Instructions for applicants:

The checklist below asks you to confivm facts or conditions related to the subject property
and your proposal. The numbered -paragraphs in bold represent code requirements or
criteria for development in the National Scenic Area (NSA). Those criteria are addressed
when you check a box below each numbered paragraph. By checking a box, you are
confirming that the eorrespondmg statement applies to your project. Staff comcurrence is
indicated by initials in the boxes along the right column of this form. Please ensure that you
check a box under every numbered paragraph -or staff will not be able to process this

. application under the Expedited Review Process.

Scemc Resnurces

i. Any apphcatien involmng Interstate 84 must first be reviewed for consistency with
the -84 Corridor Strategy by the ODOT lead 1-84 Strategy Team

L This application does not involve Interstate 84. The 1-84 Corridor Stmtegy does
‘1ot apply. :
This application does involve Interstate 84. The proposal has been reviewed

for consxstency with the I-84 Corridor Strategy by the 1-84 Sb:ategy Team.
The proposal is consmtent with the [-84 Corridor. Strategy

Staff initial;

e

Hotes | ~R¢ (ot dlor S'tr“a*\ Meeting. Minutes )
2. The culorsr;) sf:ructu’res topog?%ﬁma \'4 wsible :from key we“y ing areé_shall Staff initial:

be dark earth-tones found at the specific site or the surrounding landscape.
The specific colors or list of acceptable colors shall be included as a condition
of approval. This guideline shall not apply to addlhons, which may mateh
the color of existing bulldmgs.

L1 The application is for an addition to or mochﬂcauon of an existing structure,
or placement of a new. structure on land that is not topograp}:ucally visible .

from a Key Viewing Area (KV A). The KVA(B) the structure is visible from

are . The attached site plan
illustrates how the structure is topograp}uca]ly screened from these KVA(s).
This criterion has been met. :

Note to apphcant Show on lhe site plan. the location. of the terram feature or
e Lrielform that screens the stracture with arrows identifying the vantage point
from which the site is viewed from the KVA{s).

@ﬁ; application is for an addition to or modification of an esustmg struchure,
or placement of a new structure on land that is topographically visible from
one or motre key viewing areas. As shown in the attached color chip and site
photograph, the.above ground portion of the structure will be dark earth
tones that are found at the site or surrounding landscape. This criterion has

been miet. foles tn grovnd. will e £ Hed.. MO-HAm%, Nsibha

3. Structures topographicaily visible from key vlewmg areas shall use low or
non—reﬂectwe building materials. .

NSA Expedited Application__ruad,dnc
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_ [B/'f;e application does not involve a structure that is topographically visible
from a key viewing area. This criterion hds been met.

LAThe application includes structure(s) that are topographically visible from
one or more key viewing areas. As shown in the attached samples, the
above ground portions of the proposed siructure(s) will use low or non-
reflective building materials. This criterion has been met. . '

‘4, Outdoor lights shall be directed downward and sited, hooded, and shielded
such that they are not highly visible from key viewing aveas. Shielding and
hooding materia]s ghall be composed of non-reflective, opaque materials,

The app]icatlon does not include outdoor lights. This criterion is nok applicable.
Tast ocling. For I Fauvadodian i@, %,/\
LIThe applicatfon inclides outdoor lights. shown in ‘the aitached

specification sheet, the proposed lights will be hooded anid shielded and are,
.composed of non-reflective, opaque materjals. A gite plan and/ar elevation
drawings shows the location of the lighting. Based on these drawings the
lighting will not be highly visible from key viewing areas. This criterion has
been met.

5. Structures within Yz-mile of a key viewing area and topographically visible
from the key viewing area shall be sited, screened and/or designed to achieve
the applicable scenic standard (e.g., visual subordinance, not visually

" evident).

@‘ﬁi/e application does not involve a structure that is within Y-mile of and
topographically visible from a key v1ewmg area. This crilerion. is not

applicable: Woles "\ 9,;‘0\”\&_

QThe application includes structure(s) that are within %-milé of and
topographicaily visible from (a) key viewing area(s). As shown on the

- attached site plan, and extetior architectural elevations or rendered photo,
the proposed structure(s) will be sited, screened, and/ or designed so that it
achieves the standard of: [ visual subordinance, or {J not visually evident

Explain how standard is achieved.

This critevion has been met,

NSA Expedited Application_road.doc
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Recreation Resources

6. The development shall not detract from the use and enjoyuient of established Staff initial:
. recreation sites on adjacent parcels, ' . %

UThe attached site plan labels the uses on adjacent parcels. There is no
established recreation site on an adjacent parcel. This criferion is not
applicable. ' : ‘ :

attached sife plan labels show that the property is-adjacent to at least one
establishied recreation site, but does not detract from the use and enjoyment
of the site, The proposed development will not generate noise, dust, or
odors ‘at levels significant enough to impact the use. Also, the site plan
shows that the proposed development would not interfere with access to the
adjacent recreation site(s). This criterion has been met. HoleS. in gm\m&

Cultural Resources

7. The expédited development review process shall only be used to review Staff initial:
proposed development that does not require a reconnaissance survey or | \.i/%,
historic survey, _ ' L _ —

Note to applicant; If an Indian tribe sends a letter in response to the application
indicating: that the proposal affects a treaty right or caltural resource, then the
application can not be reviewed using the expedited development review
process. -

Reconnaissance Survey
Prgposed development does not require a reconnaissance survey if it meets any
 of the following (check at least one that applies): L

[Ts limited to the modification, expansion, replacement, or reconstruction of
existing buildings and structures. -

DIl not disturb the ground (e.g. new overhead wires on existing poles)
'Q0ceurs on'asite that was previously disturbed by human activities where the
. depth and extent of the grading does not exceed prior ground disturbance.

Lnwolves minor ground disturbance, as defined by depth and extent (e.g.
~ fence construction, installation of new meter, etc.) .

Width x Length x Depth_____

Note to applicant; The project will not qualify for expedited review if the
Gorge Comunission disagrees that the activity results in minor disturbarnce.

E6ccurs on a site that has been adequately surveyed in the past, or has been
identified by the Gorge Commission, USFS Archaeologist, or private sy
archacologist as having a low probability of containing cultural resources. m

T-4 (b&g\mi,‘\-e& on SN i Aig ace

‘Su:(‘\) ey alracihed

This criterion has been met.
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Historic Survey

A historic survey is not required for the following activities (check at least one):
here are no structures 50 years old or older on the property.

OfThere iskare structures 50 years old or oldet; however, the application does
not after the siructure(s), nor does it compromise features of the
surrotmding area that help define the historic character of the structure(s).

"This criterion has been met,

Natural Resqurces

8. The development is outside buffer zones for wetlands, streams, rivers, ponds, and
Iskes. This gaideline shall not apply to development localed inside road, utility or
railroad rights-of-way or casements that have been previously disturbed and
regularly maintained.

Hﬁe proposal is for development located inside road, utility or'raih_:oad: rights-
of-way or easements -that have been previously disturbed and regularly
maintained. This criferion is not applicable.

L} As shown on the attached site plan, proposed development is outside buffer
zones for wetlands, sireams, rivers, ponds, and lakes. The criterion has been met.

9. The development will not adversely impact sensitive wildlife or plant species or is
at least 1,000 feet from lnown sensitive wildlife areas or sites (excluding sensitive
aguatie species, deer winter range, and turloy habitat) and known sensitive plants.
This guideline shall not apply to development that does wot disturb the ground or

Staff initial; |

Fk

iz located inside road, utility o Tailroad vights-efsway or easements that have-been - - - -

previously disturbed and regularly maimtained.

[} As shown on the attached site plan and confirmed by planning staff, the
proposed development is over 1,000 feet from known sensitive wildlife areas
or sites (excluding sensitive aquatic species, deer winter range, and turkey
habitat) and known sensitive plants. This cnfemn has been met,

me proposed: development does 1ot dlSl‘l.lt‘b the ground or is inside road,-.-.. .

utility or railroad rights-of-way or casements or other areas that have been
previously disturbed and regularly maintained. This criterion is not applicable.

L} Although -proposed development is within 1,000 feet of a known sensitive
wildlife area or site, thé Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (for GMA
lands) or U.S. Forest Service (SMA lands) has determined that the atea or site is
not active, that development will not compromise the integrity of the wildlife
area or site, or-that development will not occur during a fime of year that the
wildlife species are Sensltwe to disturbance.

[ Although proposed development is within 1,000 feet of known sensitive
plants, a representative of the Oregon Natural Heritage Program or an expert

NSA Expedited Application_road doe
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in botany or plant ecology has determined that development will not occur
within 200 feet of a sensitive plant species.

NOTICE OF PRELIMINARY:DECISION

In accepting this application for expedited review, the Plarming Director is granting preliminary

" approval of the development. The Gorge Commission, U.S. Forest Service, Indian tribal
governments, and property owners within 750 feet of the subject tract will be given 14 days to
provide comments, If no comments are received, the decision shall become final at the close of
business on the 14t day. H substantive written comments are submitted, the Planning Director
will either modify the decision to address the comments and re-issue it for a 14-day appeal
period of re-direct the application to full review if comments establish that the proposed
development is not eligible for expedlted review. .

Comments must be directed to the applicable apprOVal criteria. Those in bnld above are hsted
in §38.7100 of the County code. Failure to provide comiments diring the comment period will
preclude a right to appeal.

Condlhansjl,lmitahons of Approval .

1. If, durmg construction, cultural or histotic resources ate discovered, the apphcant/ owner
shall immediately cease development activities and inform the Miltnomiah County Land
- Use Planning Division, Columbia River Gorge Commission, and the U.S. Forest Service of
any discovery pursuant to MCC 38.7045(L) & (M), or MCC 38.7050(H) as applicable. -Once
halted, construction activities shall not resume until these standards have been satisfied. .

2. Approval of this land use permit is based upon the statements made in this application and
attached materials. No work sha]l occur under this pemut other than that which is specified
_in these documents. _

3. Development of structures must be commenced within 2 years of the date of this decision,
and completed within 2 years of the date of commencement. The property owner may
request-an extension of either of these timeframes, as provided iri MCC 38. 0’.700 Such a

| request must be made prior to expiration of the permit.

This decision is final at the close of the-comment period unless comments are received, If no

-—--comments are received, the effective date of the decision is_Mew 2 1, 201 (&) 4 P
FQR STAFF USE
Af dose of the comment period {check one that applies): . Staff initial:

£l No substantive written comments were rece:lved The dec151on is final,

L Substanhve written comments were recewed. ‘The Planning Director will Date:

issue a letter addressing the comments and may modify this preliminary decision.

{3 Written comments were submitted showing that the proposed development is not eligible
for expedited review. The pro;ect will be reviewed usmg the full development review
process. :

NSA Expedited Application road.doc . . ‘ ' Page 6 of 6




Any comments received are included in the County records for this application.

3 Fill out NSA DR Database Form for Gorge Commission and include copy with file.
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i-84 Corridor Strategy Team
February 6, 2012
2:30 AM — 11:00

O00T District 2C offlces, Troutdzle

ATTENDING:

Kristen Stallman, QDOT Scenic Area Coordinator; Sam Haffner, ODOT Planner; Susan Hanson,
ODOT Community Affairs; Pat Cimmiyotti, ODOT District 2 Manager; Robert Townsend, ODOT
Construction; Christine Plourde, Landscape Architect, Columbia River Gorge NSA, USFS; lennifer
Ball-Kaden, Gorge Commission Planner; Larry Olson, ODOT District 2C Manager, John Roberts,
Wasco County Planning Director; Pam O'Brien, DKS Associates; Bob Neill, ODOT Construction;
Dennis Mitchell, GDOT Traffic; Joanna Valencia, Multnomah County Planning; leff Graham
Federal Highway Administration; lim Cox, OPOT Major Projects Development Manager {on
phone); Randy Reeve, Parametrix

MEETING SUMMARY:

MULTNOMAH FALLS PARKING LOT ~ ITS Proposal :

Randy Reeve with Parametrix presented a proposed solution to the issue of cars backing up on
the east bound off-ramp to the Mulnomah Falls Parking Lot. This proposal, developed along
with Dennis Mitchell, ODOT Traffic Engineer, included a variable messaging sign in Troutdale, a
new flashing message “ramp closed” sign at Benson State Park, and an automatic gate system
that would activate when the parking lot was at capacity, and replacement of the illumination
poles at the interchange.

Issues:
e  On busy weekends, the Multnomah Falis Parking Lot fills up
& Dangerous backups onto the 1-84 east bound onramp occur
e lllumination lights also need to be replaced as part of this project

Proposals:

® An existing variable message sign in Troutdale can give advanced warning that the
iviultnomah Falls Exit is closed _

e A new cantilevered sign is proposed near the Benson State Park exit that can indicate
exit is closed when lights flashing

o Sign cantilever will be painted brown as needed to meet I-84 CST guidelines to
reduce visibility

e A gate system to be installed on eastbound off-ramp that will automatically close when

parking lot reaches capacity



© Gate arms will swing horizontally to reduce scenic impacts
0. A camera will be installed to prevent gate closure when vehicles present
s Existing lights are rusting and will be replaced as needed with naw lighting that complies
with current design standards in the -84 CST guidelines. These lights illuminate the
ramps, rather than the parking lot itself,

Questions/Comments:

@ Randy requested guidance on permitting requirements. Permit needed by August.

e Joanna noted that this project would be in a Special Management Area (SMA)

e Joanna suggested that applicants schedule a pre-file meeting with Multnomah County

@ Jennifer asked in they had considered a variable messaging sign or additionat
information at an existing signs. Dennis responded that a new variable message sign
would be expensive and that adding to an existing cantilever would increase wind load.
Furthermore, too much information on a single sign would be distracting to drivers

e Susan noted sharad a concern for lack of sign clarity- no reason for closure in given, and
the words “when flashing” need to be focus to prevent misinterpretation. Susan
sugpested “Lot Full”,

a  Christine suggested that the designers consider adding to an existing sign rather than
introducing a new sign

e Traffic signs are exempt from review

e Bob asked if the flashing lights would be solar powered. Denniis responded that they
would either run power down from the parking lot or use solar power

e Kristen noted that lights need to be brown. She also asked if replacement of the light
poles could be considered malntenance therefore not require a MSA permit.

& Jennifer added that lighting should be directed downward and not sutward as per the
guidelines,

e Kristen noted that the minutes from this meeting can be used in the application process.
Further review will be by email.

ROWENA BLUFF ROCKFALL PROJECT:
Bob Townsend presented the Rowena Rock Fall Project. This project seeks to reduce the risks
from falling rocks on a 3,000 ft section of 1-84, 6 miles west of The Dalles. The project consists of
4 components:
1. Removal of rock in the existing catch basin
2. Replacement of the tongue and groove medtan barrier with pre-cast pin and loop
barrier
3. Installation of a sand blanket to absorb and contain rockfall impact
4, Replacement of the shoulder barrier with one that is taller and easier to move for future
cleaning
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- --"2\\ APPLIED 4001 NE Halsey Street, Suite 3
foo A Ri ARCHAEOLOGICAL Porttand, OR 97232
. RESEARCH, INC. Phone (503) 281 9451

N L7 Culmral Resowrce Management and Historic Preservation Fax (503) 281 9504

April 24,2012

Pamela J. O'Brien

DKS Associates

720 SW Washington Street, Suite 500
Portland, Oregon 97205

Re: Results of Background Research Related to the Multnomah Falls Project Aiea as Part of
the Proposed 2011 Rural and Urban Corridor Intelligent Transportation System Project,

Multnomah County, Oregon
Dear Ms. O’Brien:

Applied Archaeological Research, Inc. (AAR) has contracted with DKS to conduct a cultural
resources study of the Multnomah Falls project area as part of Oregon Depariment of Transportation’s
(ODOT’s) proposed 2011 Rural and Urban Corridor Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) project. As
part of the project, a biank out sign and associated infrastructure would be installed along the Interstate 84
corridor near Multnomah Falls in Multnomah County.

The Multnomah Falls site is located in Township (T) 1 Noith (N}, Range (R) 5 East (E), Section
12, and in TIN, R6E, Section 7, Willamette Meridian. The work will consist of installing a new mast arm
pole with a blank out sign in the grassy median adjacent to the Benson State Park exit, installing a gate
system to close the east bound exit ramp into the Multhomah Falls parking lot, replacing the llumination
at the entrance and exit to the parking lot, and installing a communication line between the sign and the
parking lot by boring it within the road prism south of the eastbound lanes.

In advance of these actions, geotechnical investigations would be conducted in the project area.
This would involve the excavation of bore holes into existing roadbeds within the road prism. AAR
Project Archaeologist Kendal McDonald, M.A., conducted background research for the project to
determine if the proposed geotechnicai investigations would impact known cultural resources.

On April 10, 2012, Ms. McDonald reviewed cultural resource distribution maps, site form files,
reports on previous cultural resource investigations, and historical maps on file at the Oregon State
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in Salem. This review indicated that no cultural resources have been
recorded in the project area and that part of it has been previously surveyed. 1n 2007, the developed parts
of Benson State Park were surveyed as part of an inventory of park lands along the Columbia River (Tasa
et al. 2007). During that study, four previously recorded cultural resources (35MU94, 35MUSSE,
35MU163, and 35MU164) were revisited and one new resource (35MU160) was recorded. The
previously recorded sites are all located on the ground surface along the bank of the Columbia River,
north of the Interstate 84 corridor (Reese et al. 1990). These sites are located between 300 and 600 feet
north of the project area. Site 35MU94 is described a Civilian Conservation Corps dump (Tasa et al.
2007:10.1). Site 35MU88 is an artifact scatter containing both prehistoric and historic components (Tasa
et al. 2007:10.9). Site 35MU 163 is a sparse scatier of historic artifacts dating to 1900-1930 (Tasa et al.
2007:10.7). Site 35MU164 is a surface scatter of historic artifacts that date from 1880 to 1915 (Tasa et al.
2007:10.8). Site 35MU160, identified in 2007, is an early to mid-twentieth century scatter of historical
artifacts around a rock chimney (Tasa et al. 2007:10.14). 1t is located about 700 feet south of the project
area.

Two historic properties listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) are located near
the Multnomah Falls parking lot at the east end of the project area. The Muitnhomah Falls Lodge and
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Footpath, listed on the NRHP in 1981, is located 500 fect south of the parking lot (Horn 1981). The
Columbia River Highway Historic District, a linear resource that runs along the north side of the Lodge
about 350 feet north of the project area, was listed in the NRHP in {983 (Smith 1983). These two
properties are visually separated from the project area by the Interstate 84 and the Unjon Pacific Railroad
corridors.

All known culiural resources in the vicinity are located outside of the project area and are visible
at the ground surface. Based on the resulis of the research, the proposed drilling would not impact known
cultural resources. Please call me at 503-281-9451 or e-mail me at aimee@aar-crm.com if [ can provide
additional information or answer any guestions.

Sincerely,

Aimee Finley, M.S.
Historic Preservation Specialist
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